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Detailed Action 

This Office Action is in response to the Application filed September 10, 2003. 

Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

On line 9 of pg. 3, the term "Personnel are easily able to change" should be preceded with a 
period, since a new sentence was created with the word "Personnel". 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 3, 7-9, 11-12, and 18-20 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

On line 6 of claim 3, the term "and web browsing application programs" should be -or web 
browsing application programs -. 

On line 3 of claim 7, the term "different of the plurality of second web pages" should be - a 
different one of the plurality of second web pages-. 

On line 4 of claim 7, the term "different of the authorized users" should be - a different one of 
the authorized users -. 

On line 5 of claim 7, the term "different of the authorized users" should be - a different one of 
the authorized users -. 

On line 1 of claim 8, the term "the plurality of wall-mountable, multiple user-viewable displays" 

should be - a plurality of wall-mountable, multiple user-viewable displays -. 

On line 2 of claim 8, the term "the walls of the room" should be - walls of a room 



Application/Control Number: 10/658,896 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2109 

On line 2 of claim 9, the term "each server" should be - each said server -. 

On line 3 of claim 1 1, the term "and a special-purpose device" should be -or a special-purpose 



device 






On line 3 of claim 12, the term 


"and a wireless network" should be -or a wireless network-. 


On line 3 of claim 13, the term 


"the room" should be - 


- a room 


On line 1 of claim 18, the term 


"accessing" should be 


-said accessing-. 


On line 1 of claim 19, the term 


"accessing" should be 


-said accessing-. 


On line 1 of claim 20, the term 


"accessing" should be 


-said accessing-. 


Claim 


Rejections - 


35 USC § 112 



3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim 8 recites the limitation "the plurality of wall mountable, multiple user-viewable 
displays" in line 1, the term "the plurality of wall mountable, multiple user-viewable displays" is 
confusing and unclear since there isn't any antecedent basis for the term since a wall mountable 
display wasn't specified previously in the claim or in independent claim 1. 

5. Claim 8 recites the limitation "the walls of the room" in line 2 and the term "the walls of 
the room" is confusing and unclear since there isn't any antecedent basis for the term since a 
wall or a room wasn't specified previously in the claim or in independent claim 1. 
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6. Claim 13 recites the limitation "the room" in line 2 and the term "the room" is confusing 
and unclear since there isn't any antecedent basis for the term since the particular room in which 
the embodiment is to be carried out wasn't specified previously in the claim or in independent 
claim 1 . 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



7. A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - - 



(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



8. Claims 1-3, 5-7, 9-12, 17, and 19 are rejected under 35 USC 102 (e) as being anticipated 
by Underwood et al (Pat # US 7,152,207) 

Underwood et al teaches a method including the limitations for a baseline web site that is 
primarily and ordinarily read-only, having a plurality of web pages being remotely accessible by 
authorized users through a network via client communication devices communicatively coupled 
to the network (see spec, sec. 35, lines 49-67, which teaches this limitation because a published 
website is implemented with a plurality of web pages that can be access using devices connected 
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to a wireless network); a mirror web site that is initially a mirror copy of the baseline web site 
and that is remotely accessible by the authorized users through the network via the client 
communication devices communicatively coupled to the network (see spec, sec. 35, lines 49-67, 
which teaches this limitation because a template website (which stores archived or mirror 
information of a published website and is used to perform the same functions as a mirror 
website) that contains a mirror or a copy of the information that is stored on the published web 
site is implemented that can be edited by a user with access to the site using a wireless device 
such as a PDA over the wireless network); and, a web application running on the mirror web site 
to accept user-made changes to the mirror copy of the baseline web site in a cut-and-paste 
manner, one or more administrators being able to authorize the user-made changes such that the 
baseline web site is periodically updated from the mirror web site (see spec, sec. 36, lines 1-9, 
which teaches this limitation because the information on the template web site may contain 
information that has been copied in a cut and paste manner from a file contained in the 
application, shown in sec. 4, lines 9-12, sec. 5, lines 15-36, sec. 8, lines 12-17, sec. 13, lines 49- 
57, and sec. 39, lines 3-12, before being copied to the published web site). 

With respect to claim 2, Underwood et al teach a method including the limitation for 
wherein the web application is receptive to additional and replacement data serving as the user- 
made changes to the mirror copy of the baseline web site in the cut-and-paste manner from other 
applications running on the client communication devices (see spec, sec. 39, lines 1-12, which 
teaches this limitation because web-server-hosted applications that generate content that is 
further copied to the template and published web sites and also receive data from other 
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applications within the multi-purpose computing device able to connect to the web, shown in sec. 
9, lines 1 - 22). 

With respect to claim 3, Underwood et al teach a method including the limitation for 
wherein the other applications running on the client communication devices comprise one or 
more of: word processing application programs, spreadsheet application programs, email 
communication application programs, graphics application programs, scheduling application 
programs, presentation application programs, streamlining video and/or clip application 
programs, and web browsing application programs (see spec, sec. 9, lines 1-22, which teaches 
this limitation because devices, such as PDAs, have applications embedded that are used to 
access the internet). 

With respect to claim 5, Underwood et al teach a method including the limitation for 
wherein the baseline web site and the mirror web site each have a home web page that is 
regulated by a secure network connection through the network (see spec, sec. 14, lines 50-67, 
which teaches this limitation because the template web site and the published web site have an 
initial home page that the authorized user can only access to make changes through the 
communications network) and from which other web pages on the web site are accessible via 
hyperlinks (see spec, sec. 16, lines 6-18, which teaches this limitation because user are able to 
access different pages on the web sites via hyperlinks). 

With respect to claim 6, Underwood et al teach a method including the limitation for 
wherein the baseline web site and the mirror web site each have a home web page that is 
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regulated by a secure network connection through the network (see spec, sec. 34, lines 32-51, 
which teaches this limitation because the template web site has an initial home page that is also 
displayed on the published web site that the authorized user can only access to make changes 
through the communications network) and from which other web pages on the web site are 
accessible via hyperlinks (see spec, sec. 16, lines 6-18, which teaches this limitation because 
user are able to access different pages on the web sites via hyperlinks). 

With respect to claim 7, Underwood et al teach a method including the limitation for 
wherein the baseline web site further has a plurality of second web pages to serve as electronic 
notebooks containing information related to and supporting the plurality of web pages (see spec, 
sec. 15, lines 55-67, which teaches this limitation because template pages are stored that contain 
information regarding the name of new pages that are to be added to the web site) and different 
of the plurality of second web pages accessible by different of the authorized users via different 
levels of access accorded to different of the authorized users (see spec, sec. 8, lines 18-52, which 
teaches this limitation because specialized access is allotted to different user to various portions 
of the site using password or other identification techniques). 

With respect to claim 9, Underwood et al teach a method including the limitation for 
providing at least one server to host at least one of the baseline web site and the mirror web site 
(see spec, sec. 6, lines 27-40, which teaches this limitation because the web sites are hosted by a 
central server system) and each server communicatively coupled to the network (see spec, sec. 4, 
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lines 45-54, which teaches this limitation because the host server is tied to the extranet/private 
network is implemented for maintenance of the web sites). 

With respect to claim 10, Underwood et al teach a method including the limitation further 
comprising at least some of the client communication devices (see spec, sec. 9, lines 1-9, which 
teaches this limitation because user's using communication devices may be such devices to 
access and update the data located in template and published web sites). 

With respect to claim 11, Underwood et al teach a method including the limitation 
wherein the client communication devices comprise one or more of: a computing device, a 
desktop computing device, a laptop computing device, a handheld computing device, a mobile 
phone, and a special-purpose device (see spec, sec. 9, lines 1-9, which teaches this limitation 
because the communication device may be a PDA, cellular phone, or other type of accessing 
device). 

With respect to claim 12, Underwood et al teach a method including the limitation 
wherein the network comprises one or more of: the Internet, an intranet, an extranet, a virtual 
private network (VPN), a local-area network (LAN), a wide-area network (WAN), a wired 
network, and a wireless network (see spec, sec. 4, lines 45-54, which teaches this limitation 
because the host server is tied to the extranet/private network is implemented for maintenance of 
the web sites). 



Application/Control Number: 10/658,896 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2109 

With respect to claim 17, Underwood et al teach a method including the limitation for 
accessing by an authorized user a baseline web site having a plurality of web pages through a 
network (see spec, sec. 8, lines 18-52, which teaches this limitation because specialized access is 
allotted to different user to various portions of the published site using password or other 
identification techniques), cutting and pasting changes by the authorized user to a mirror web site 
that is initially a mirror copy of the baseline web site via a web application running on the mirror 
web site (see spec, sec. 39, lines 1-12, which teaches this limitation because web-server-hosted 
applications that generate content that is further copied in a cut & paste format to the template 
and published web sites and also receive data from other applications within the multi-purpose 
computing device able to connect to the web, shown in sec. 9, lines 1 - 22), and approving the 
changes by an authorized administrative user to cause the changes to be copied back to the 
baseline web site (see spec, sec. 8, lines 18-51, which implies this limitation because the 
published web site is maintained by users having a variety of levels of access and certain users 
have access to maintain the display of information on the site before it is published). 

With respect to claim 19, Underwood et al teach a method including the limitation 
wherein accessing by the authorized user of the baseline web site comprises remotely accessing 
the baseline web site through a network via a client communication device communicatively 
coupled to the network (see spec, sec. 9, lines 1-9, which teaches this limitation because user's 
using communication devices may be such devices to access and update the data located in 
template and published web sites). 



* • 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is' a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103 which forms 
the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not 
identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 
of this title, if the differences between the subject matter 
sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time 
the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall 
not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Subject matter developed by another person, which qualifies 
as prior art only under subsection (f) or (g) of section 102 of 
this title, shall not preclude patentability under this section 
where the subject matter and the claimed invention were, at the 
time the invention was made, owned by the same person or subject 
to an obligation of assignment to the same person. 

9. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 USC 103 as being unpatentable over Underwood et al (Pat # 
US 7,152,207) in view of Gordon et al (Pub # 2004/0064352). 

In reference to claim 4, Underwood et al teach a method including the limitations for a 
system comprising a baseline website (see spec, sec. 35, as stated above and specified with 
respect to independent claim 1). 

Underwood et al teach all the limitations as disclosed above except for wherein the 
additional and replacement data comprises scanned-in information from non-electronic, 
hardcopy media. 

The general concept of using the additional and replacement data comprises scanned-in 
information from non-electronic, hardcopy media is well known in the art as illustrated by 
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Gordon et al, which teaches a method including the limitation for wherein the additional and 
replacement data comprises scanned-in information from non-electronic, hardcopy media (see 
e.g. [0018], which implies this limitation because a scanner is used to input score information 
into the database containing all league information, which may be published on a web site, as 
shown in sec. [0026]). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify Underwood et al to include the use of using the additional and replacement data 
comprises scanned-in information from non-electronic, hardcopy media in order to maximize 
efficiency of updating content to be displayed on a published web site, as implied in sec. [0015] 
of Gordon et al. 

10. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 USC 103 as being unpatentable over Underwood et al (Pat # 
US 7,152,207) in view of Shuping et al (US Pat # 6,313,855). 

In reference to claim 8, Underwood et al teach a method including the limitations for a 
providing a system comprising a baseline website (see spec, sec. 35, as stated above and 
specified with respect to independent claim 1). 

Underwood et al teach all the limitations as disclosed above except for providing a 
plurality of wall-mountable, multiple user- viewable displays for mounting on the walls of the 
room. 

The general concepts of a limitation for providing a plurality of wall-mountable, multiple 
user-viewable displays for mounting on the walls of the room is well known in the art as 
illustrated by Shuping et al, which teaches a method including the limitation for providing a 
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plurality of wall-mountable, multiple user- viewable displays for mounting on the walls of the 
room (see spec, sec. 2, lines 44-58, which implies this limitation because a room is implemented 
for a number of panel displays to display the updated web info). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify Underwood et al to include the use of a limitation for providing a plurality of wall- 
mountable, multiple user- viewable displays for mounting on the walls of the room in order to 
improve upon updating pages on a web site, as implied in sec. 2, lines 10-34 of Shuping et al. 

1 1. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 USC 103 as being unpatentable over Underwood et al (Pat 
# US 7,152,207> in view of Shuping et al (US Pat # 6,313,855). 

In reference to claim 13, Underwood et al teach a method including the limitations for a 
system comprising a baseline website (see spec, sec. 35, as stated above and specified with 
respect to independent claim 1). 

Underwood et al teach all the limitations as disclosed above except for wherein the 
baseline web site is for primary display on a plurality of wall-mountable, multiple-user- viewable 
displays for mounting on walls of a room, the baseline web site and the mirror web site locally 
accessible within the room. 

The general concepts of a limitation wherein the baseline web site is for primary display 
on a plurality of wall-mountable, multiple-user- viewable displays for mounting on walls of a 
room, the baseline web site and the mirror web site locally accessible within the room is well 
known in the art as illustrated by Shuping et al, which teaches a method including the limitation 
wherein the baseline web site is for primary display on a plurality of wall-mountable, multiple- 
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user-viewable displays for mounting on walls of a room, the baseline web site and the mirror 
web site locally accessible within the room (see spec, sec. 7, lines 29-39, which implies this 
limitation because the wall within the room displays the past web page of a web site and the 
current page/version of a web site). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify Underwood et al to include the use of a limitation wherein the baseline web site is for 
primary display on a plurality of wall-mountable, multiple-user- viewable displays for mounting 
on walls of a room, the baseline web site and the mirror web site locally accessible within the 
room in order to improve upon updating pages on a web site, as implied in sec. 2, lines 10-34 of 
Shuping et al. 

12. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 USC 103 as being unpatentable over Underwood et al (Pat 
# US 7,152,207) in view of Shuping et al (US Pat # 6,313,855). 

In reference to claim 14, Underwood et al teach a method including the limitations for at 
least one server to host a baseline web site and a mirror web site, each server communicatively 
coupled to a network (see spec, sec. 35, lines 49-67, which teaches this limitation because a 
published website is implemented with a plurality of web pages that can be access using devices 
connected to a wireless network and a template website (which stores archived or mirror 
information of a published website and is used to perform the same functions as a mirror 
website) that contains a mirror or a copy of the information that is stored on the published web 
site is implemented that can be edited by a user with access to the site), the baseline web site 
being primarily and ordinarily read-only, the mirror web site being initially a mirror copy of the 
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baseline web site (see spec, sec. 35, lines 49-67, which teaches this limitation because a template 
website (which stores archived or mirror information of a published website and is used to 
perform the same functions as a mirror website) that contains a mirror or a copy of the 
information that is stored on the published web site), and remotely accessible outside of the 
room by the authorized users through the network via the client communication devices 
communicatively coupled to the network (see spec, sec. 9, lines 1-9, which teaches this limitation 
because user's using communication devices may be such devices to access and update the data 
located in template and published web sites, the user's must have authorized access as shown in 
sec. 8, lines 18-34) ; and, a web application running on the mirror web site to accept user-made 
changes to the mirror copy of the baseline web site in a cut-and-paste manner, one or more 
administrators being able to authorize the user-made changes such that the baseline web site is 
periodically updated from the mirror web site (see spec, sec. 39, lines 1-12, which teaches this 
limitation because web-server-hosted applications that generate content that are further copied to 
the template and published web sites, which only authorized users have access to make changes 
via password access, and also receive data from other applications within the multi-purpose 
computing device able to connect to the web, shown in sec. 9, lines 1 - 22). 

Underwood et al teach all the limitations as disclosed above except for providing a 
plurality of wall-mountable, multiple user- viewable displays for mounting on the walls of the 
room and wherein the web application is receptive to additional and replacement data serving as 
the user-made changes to the mirror copy of the baseline web site in the cut-and-paste manner 
from other applications running on the client communication devices. 
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The general concepts of a limitation providing a plurality of wall-mountable, multiple 
user-viewable displays for mounting on the walls of the room and wherein the web application is 
receptive to additional and replacement data serving as the user-made changes to the mirror copy 
of the baseline web site in the cut-and-paste manner from other applications running on the client 
communication devices are well known in the art as illustrated by Shuping et al, which teaches a 
system including the limitation providing a plurality of wall-mountable, multiple user- viewable 
displays for mounting on the walls of the room (see spec, sec. 2, lines 44-58, which implies this 
limitation because a room is implemented for a number of panel displays to display the updated 
web info) and replacement data serving as the user-made changes to the mirror copy of the 
baseline web site in the cut-and-paste manner from other applications running on the client 
communication devices (see spec, sec. 9, lines 50-59, which implies this limitation because 
applications are imbedded within the invention for copying and pasting of the updated data to 
the web pages on the updated web site). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify Underwood et al to include the use of a limitation for providing a plurality of wall- 
mountable, multiple user-viewable displays for mounting on the walls of the room and wherein 
the web application is receptive to additional and replacement data serving as the user-made 
changes to the mirror copy of the baseline web site in the cut-and-paste manner from other 
applications running on the client communication devices in order to improve upon updating 
pages on a web site, as implied in sec. 2, lines 10-34 of Shuping et al. 
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13. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 USC 103 as being unpatentable over Underwood et al (Pat 
# US 7,152,207) in view of Shuping et al (US Pat # 6,313,855) and Gordon et al (Pub # 
2004/0064352). 

In reference to claim 15, Underwood et al teach a method including the limitations for a 
system comprising a baseline website (see spec, sec. 35, as stated above and specified with 
respect to independent claim 14). 

Underwood et al teach all the limitations as disclosed above except for for providing a 

plurality of wall-mountable, multiple user- viewable displays for mounting on the walls of the 

room and wherein the web application is receptive to additional and replacement data serving as 

the user-made changes to the mirror copy of the baseline web site in the cut-and-paste manner 

from other applications running on the client communication devices. 

The general concepts of a limitation providing a plurality of wall-mountable, multiple 

* 

user-viewable displays for mounting on the walls of the room and wherein the web application is 
receptive to additional and replacement data serving as the user-made changes to the mirror copy 
of the baseline web site in the cut-and-paste manner from other applications running on the client 
communication devices are well known in the art as illustrated by Shuping et al, which teaches a 
system including the limitation providing a plurality of wall-mountable, multiple user- viewable 
displays for mounting on the walls of the room (see spec, sec. 2, lines 44-58, which implies this 
limitation because a room is implemented for a number of panel displays to display the updated 
web info) and replacement data serving as the user-made changes to the mirror copy of the 
baseline web site in the cut-and-paste manner from other applications running on the client 
communication devices (see spec, sec. 9, lines 50-59, which implies this limitation because 
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applications are imbedded within the invention for copying and pasting of the updated data to 
the web pages on the updated web site). 

Shuping et al teach all the limitations as disclosed above except for providing one or 
more scanning devices locatable within the room to generate scanned-in information from non- 
electronic hardcopy media as the additional and replacement data. 

The general concept of a limitation for providing one or more scanning devices locatable 
within the room to generate scanned-in information from non-electronic hardcopy media as the 
additional and replacement data is well known in the art as illustrated by Gordon et al, which 
teaches a method including the limitation for providing one or more scanning devices locatable 
within the room to generate scanned-in information from non-electronic hardcopy media as the 
additional and replacement data (see e.g. [0018], which implies this limitation because a scanner 
is used to input score information into the database containing all league information, which may 
be published on a web site, as shown in sec. [0026]). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify Underwood et al to include the use of a limitation for providing one or more scanning 
devices locatable within the room to generate scanned-in information from non-electronic 
hardcopy media as the additional and replacement data in order to maximize efficiency of 
updating content to be displayed on a published web site, as implied in sec. [0015] of Gordon et 
al. 

14. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 USC 103 as being unpatentable over Underwood et al (Pat 
# US 7,152,207) in view of Shuping et al (US Pat # 6,313,855). 
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With respect to claim 16, Underwood et al teach a method including the limitation for 
providing a system including a baseline web site that is primarily and ordinarily read-only, 
having a plurality of web pages being remotely accessible by authorized users through a network 
via client communication devices communicatively coupled to the network (see spec, sec. 35, as 
stated above and specified with respect to independent claim 14). 

Underwood et al teach all the limitations as disclosed above except for wherein at least 
some of the client communication devices are locatable within a room. 

The general concept wherein at least some of the client communication devices are 
locatable within a room is well known in the art as illustrated by Shuping et al, which teaches a 
system wherein at least some of the client communication devices are locatable within a room 
(see spec, sec. 4, lines 25-39, and sec. 6, lines 45-52, which implies this limitation because the 
communications devices that are interfaced with the panels may be located in the display room 
through the communications network). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify Underwood et al to include the use of a limitation for wherein at least some of the 
client communication devices are locatable within a room in order to improve upon updating 
pages on a web site, as implied in sec. 2, lines 10-34 of Shuping et al. 

15. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 USC 103 as being unpatentable over. Underwood et al (Pat 
# US 7,152,207) in view of Shuping et al (US Pat # 6,313,855). 

With respect to claim 18, Underwood et al teach a method including the limitation for 
providing a system including a baseline web site that is primarily and ordinarily read-only, 
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having a plurality of web pages being remotely accessible by authorized users through a network 
via client communication devices communicatively coupled to the network (see spec, sec. 39, as 
stated above and specified with respect to independent claim 17). 

Underwood et al teach all the limitations as disclosed above except for viewing the 
baseline web site on one of a plurality of multiple user- viewable displays mounted on walls of a 
room. 

The general concept for viewing the baseline web site on one of a plurality of multiple 
user-viewable displays mounted on walls of a room is well known in the art as illustrated by 
Shuping et al, which teaches a method for viewing the baseline web site on one of a plurality of 
multiple user- viewable displays mounted on walls of a room (see spec, sec. 4, lines 25-39, and 
sec. 6, lines 45-52, which implies this limitation because the communications devices are 
interfaced with the panels located in the display room through the communications network). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify Underwood et al to include the use of a limitation for viewing the baseline web site on 
one of a plurality of multiple user-viewable displays mounted on walls of a room in order to 
improve upon updating pages on a web site, as implied in sec. 2, lines 10-34 of Shuping et al. 

16. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 USC 103 as being unpatentable over Underwood et al (Pat 
# US 7,152,207) in view of Shuping et al (US Pat # 6,313,855). 

With respect to claim 20, Underwood et al teach a method including the limitation for 
providing a system including a baseline web site that is primarily and ordinarily read-only, 
having a plurality of web pages being remotely accessible by authorized users through a network 
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via client communication devices communicatively coupled to the network (see spec, sec. 39, as 
stated above and specified with respect to independent claim 17). 

Underwood et al teach all the limitations as disclosed above except for wherein cutting 
and pasting the changes by the authorized user to the mirror web site comprises cutting and 
pasting additional and replacement data from an application running on a client communication 
device communicatively coupled to the network to the web application. 

The general concept for wherein cutting and pasting the changes by the authorized user to 
the mirror web site comprises cutting and pasting additional and replacement data from an 
application running on a client communication device communicatively coupled to the network 
to the web application is well known in the art as illustrated by Shuping et al, which teaches a 
method for cutting and pasting additional and replacement data from an application running on a 
client communication device communicatively coupled to the network to the web application 
(see spec, sec. 9, lines 50-59, which implies this limitation because applications are imbedded 
within the invention for copying and pasting of the updated data to the web pages on the updated 
web site). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify Underwood et al to include the use of a limitation for cutting and pasting the changes 
by the authorized user to the mirror web site comprises cutting and pasting additional and 
replacement data from an application running on a client communication device 
communicatively coupled to the network to the web application in order to improve upon 
updating pages on a web site, as implied in sec. 2, lines 10-34 of Shuping et al. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 



examiner should be directed to Randy Scott whose telephone number is 571-270-1598. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Thurs. 7:30-5:00 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Frantz Jules can be reached on 571-272-6681 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



R.A.S. 



26 March 2007 



FRANTZ JULES 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
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